
Please find below and/or attached an Office communication concerning this application or proceeding. 



Advisory Action 



-The MAILING DATE of this communication appears on the cover sheet with the correspondence address - 

THE REPLY FILED 15 December 2003 FAILS TO PLACE THIS APPLICATION IN CONDITION FOR ALLOWANCE. 
Therefore, further action by the applicant is required to avoid abandonment of this application. A proper reply to a 
final rejection under 37 CFR 1.113 may only be either: (1 ) a timely filed amendment which places the application in 
condition for allowance; (2) a timely filed Notice of Appeal (with appeal fee); or (3) a timely filed Request for Continued 
Examination (RCE) in compliance with 37 CFR 1.114. 

PERIOD FOR REPLY [check either a) or b)] 




1 .□ A Notice of Appeal was filed on . Appellant's Brief must be filed within the period set forth in 

37 CFR 1.192(a), or any extension thereof (37 CFR 1.191(d)), to avoid dismissal of the appeal. 

2. M The proposed amendment(s) will not be entered because: 

(a) El they raise new issues that would require further consideration and/or search (see NOTE below); 

(b) □ they raise the issue of new matter (see Note below); 

(c) Kl they are not deemed to place the application in better form for appeal by materially reducing or simplifying the 

issues for appeal; and/or 

(d) IE they present additional claims without canceling a corresponding number of finally rejected claims. 

NOTE: . 

3. n Applicant's reply has overcome the following rejection(s): . 

4. n Newly proposed or amended claim(s) would be allowable if submitted in a separate, timely filed amendment 

canceling the non-allowable claim(s). 

5. ^ The a)n affidavit, b)n exhibit, or c)S request for reconsideration has been considered but does NOT place the 

application in condition for allowance because: see attached . 

6. n The affidavit or exhibit will NOT be considered because it is not directed SOLELY to issues which were newly 

raised by the Examiner in the final rejection. 

7. ^ For purposes of Appeal, the proposed amendment(s) a)|El will not be entered or b)n will be entered and an 

explanation of how the new or amended claims would be rejected is provided below or appended. 
The status of the claim(s) is (or will be) as follows: 
Claim(s) allowed: NONE . 
Claim(s) objected to: NONE . 
Clalm(s) rejected: 1.13-17.19-24.29 and31-34 . 
Claim(s) withdrawn from consideration: 2-12 and 25-28 . 

8. n The drawing correction filed on is a)n approved or b)n disapproved by the Examiner. 

9. n Note the attached Information Disclosure Statement(s)( PTO-1449) Paper No(s). . 

10. D Other: 
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Applicant's arguments filed December 15, 2003 have been fully considered, but 
are not persuasive. Furthermore, Applicant's proposed amendment will not be entered 
because they require further search and/or consideration. Specifically, the claim would 
be amended to require that the joining means comprises a layer or microcavities. Such 
a feature was not previously required. Furthermore, the proposed amendment would 
introduce new claims without canceling a corresponding number of finally rejected 
claims. The amendment also fails to place the application in better form for appeal by 
materially reducing and/or simplifying the issues for appeal. 

Applicant argues that Bisaro does not disclose a joining means having 
microcavities. However, the pending claims do not require for Bisaro to have 
microcavities. The claims state that the joining means is selected from the group 
consisting of a layer of microcavities and a bonding interface whose bonding energy is 
controlled to permit the absorption of said stresses. 

Furthermore, the examiner maintains the position that Bisaro teaches the 
creation of microcavities. Specifically, Bisaro teaches the implantation of ions in order 
to create anchoring points that are centered at a depth Rp and having a width of 
2.35XRp (col 3, lines 46+). Applicant argues that such perturbations do not read on 
microcavities as the term is meant in the present application. However, the term 
"microcavities" is never defined in the specification. Thus, the claim must be interpreted 
utilizing the art-accepted definition of the term. 
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Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Kevin R Kruer whose telephone number is 571-272- 
1510. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Friday. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Paul Thibodeau can be reached on 571-272-1516. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is (703) 872-9306. 

Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application or 
proceeding should be directed to the receptionist whose telephone number is 571-272- 
1700. 




Kevin R. Kruer 

Patent Examiner-Art Unit 1773 



